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1 – Background

1.1  Name of events:
Exhibition stands at Keswick Market, Whitehaven town centre, the Whitehaven Festival, Workington town centre.
1.2  Where and when:
Keswick Market on 26th May.

Whitehaven town centre on 28th May.
Whitehaven Harbour on Saturday and Sunday 18th & 19th June.



Workington town centre on Saturday 9th July.
1.3  Who attended from the Partnership: Cllr Elaine Woodburn, Cllr Allan Holliday, Richard Griffin, Charles Holmes. PSE Sub-Group members – Paul Gardner, Chris Shaw.  Exhibition stands were staffed by Osprey Communications.
1.4  Purpose of the events and why the Partnership attended: The Partnership had exhibition stands at each of these venues and information for people to take away about the MRWS process and the issues involved.  We also ran a quiz to encourage people to read the information on the stand.
The Whitehaven Festival is West Cumbria’s largest event, and town centres, market days, and summer shows have been identified as important locations to generate interest and increase awareness.  
2 – Coverage and Key Issues

Information distributed

· 450 (approx) specially made leaflets.
· 55  (approx) copies of the latest Partnership newsletter.
· 100  copies (approx) of the Partnership’s Q&A leaflet.
· 350 (approx) MRWS branded pens.
Quiz entries

· Keswick Market – 22 competition entries
· Whitehaven town centre – 13 competition entries
· Whitehaven Festival – 363 competition entries
· Workington town Centre – 48 competition entries

· Most people who stopped at the stand spent a reasonable amount of time reading the information exhibition stands and/or the information leaflets to help complete the quiz.  The prize was an iPad.

Comment cards

· Keswick Market – 16 comment cards
· Whitehaven Town centre – 17 comment cards
· Whitehaven Festival – 92 comment cards
· Workington Town Centre – 45 comment cards
· Comment cards ranged from simple statements in favour or against repository plans, to those which posed questions or specific issues, notably on safety, geology, infrastructure, design, jobs and investment.
· Many people were willing or keen to make verbal comments and have a conversation about different aspects of the plans but decided not to complete cards, despite some lively and insightful views.
 E-newsletter

· 66 people provided e-mail addresses to sign up for the Partnership’s e-bulletin.

3 – Way Forward and any actions agreed

3.1 Way forward:  Similarly to last year, there are few events the size of the Whitehaven Festival which are as effective in attracting interest and generating responses, and this was reflected in the numbers of visitors, competition entries, comments submitted and information materials distributed.
There were far fewer people at the town centre venues than at the 

Whitehaven festival and the number of people who stopped at the stand was very heavily influenced by the weather.
3.2  Actions agreed: The Partnership will continue with its schedule of summer exhibition stands to maximise the dissemination of information to the public in the lead up to the start of PSE3.  There will be further stands at the Cumberland show, Egremont Craft Fair and Farmers’ Market, Cockermouth show, Gosforth show, Millom and Broughton show and the Keswick show.
4 – Comments submitted

Whilst a number of people enter into conversation with the people manning the stand, there was some reluctance to complete a comment card and include their names and contact details.
The conversations tended to elicit further questions about the process, with key topics such as jobs, investment, safety and geology the focus of discussion.  A fair number of passers-by, particularly young people, remained disengaged and there were numerous comments to the effect that they did not really mind what was done or that the Government would do as it wished anyway.
A fair number of people said they worked at Sellafield or had family who did, or that they had experience in the nuclear industry.

A selection of written comments from all these events as submitted by members of the public are detailed below.  They are written out verbatim and represent the most popular topics/categories on which comments were made:

General arguments in favour of a geological disposal facility in West Cumbria 
· We have the best expertise in the world – so it’s the best place for it.  Safest area it can be.  Less danger of leaks.  We are the experts.

· I think the repository is a safer solution to higher radioactive waste than our current storage solution.  As West Cumbria benefits from the finances of nuclear I think we should also deal with the waste legacy.

· I believe strongly in deep geological disposal. At present waste is being retrieved and re-packaged – but when will the packages themselves need to be re-done? So bury it deep.
· BNFL at Sellafield are very strict with safety and health and environment problems.

· If it’s underground and requires no maintaining processes to keep safe, that’s better (and cheaper I suppose).  If it’s underground the terrorist threat is probably reduced.

· The safety aspect will be very high level given Sellafield’s good safety record.
· In favour of it if it creates jobs but think the waste should be re-processed, not just dumped.

· If it has got to be stored anywhere Cumbria is a good place to deal with it – lots of people don’t want it though.
Arguments in favour of a repository based on economic benefits and jobs

· In this economical environment, it will secure jobs in our area.
· Our location makes us an ideal place to reprocess waste and store it. The benefits to the local community are immense and should be promoted.
· Very excited about this initiative.  Keeping the UK at the leading edge of an innovative science – and creating jobs.
· Essential for nuclear industry future and vital for West Cumbria – massive shortage of high quality jobs in the area.
· I don’t mind having a facility in West Cumbria as we have the expertise here to deal with it and the job creation would be a benefit.
· Fantastic for the people of West Cumbria.  It will offer employment for many people for many years to come.

Arguments against a repository relating to geology

· It shouldn’t be here because the geology is wrong.

· Research already done in this area which came to conclusion that the rock in this area not suitable.  Other areas should be considered.  It is not right to consider consequences of unemployment.

· I am against it – too much controversy about whether it would be geologically safe.

· Deep burial will inevitably mean that the waste will be flooded with consequent possibility of leaching.

Arguments against a repository relating to road infrastructure

· Nothing out of here other than railway line and motorway.  Definitely no waste from anywhere else – unsafe to transport it.

· We are concerned about the safety of this proposed plant in view of the poor roads and evacuation difficulties in the event of even a minor accident.
Arguments against a repository relating to safety
· Don’t have confidence in a repository because Sellafield is run so badly at the moment.  

· Despite bringing employment to the area, I do feel ‘anti’ – concerns about long term safety and security.

· No way should we have more nuclear waste in Cumbria. Too much in one place is dangerous.
Other arguments for opposing a disposal facility in West Cumbria
· Really opposed to this.  Not enough research – look at Japan!! 

· Not at all happy about being “volunteered” for this.  I feel we have now done enough over the years, we haven’t long covered the scars of running opencast, not to mention the blight of wind farms.  Time for someone else!

· Cumbria is being used as a dumping ground because we’re so sparsely populated.

General comments relating to design/retrievability

· Only if they do it properly like in Finland and don’t backfill it.

· Assurances that it will only take the UK waste would help.  Limits on total amount and level of radioactivity should be met.
· Think it should be possible to take it back out again.
People asking for more information/communications
· 95% of the populace do not realise how a repository can and should be constructed.  You need to educate them.
· More publicity + info needed to go out to the community.  Need to know long term effects on environment.
General comments and questions
· I would need to be convinced that no harm whatsoever would be caused to Keswick and the surrounding area before supporting such a project here.

· It is alright to store radioactive waste underground but it should be stored using an adit shaft to an underground cavern rather than vertical shaft and cavern.

· What will happen to the spoil from the repository?

· Would like you to consider horizontal boring into mountains instead of a drift mine, if it has to be underground a vertical shaft would be better than a drift mine.
· Most material is currently stored in crates and drums in suitable and controlled conditions however this is not an end solution so something permanent is necessary.

· What impact will high level radioactive waste have on the perception of tourists who may want to visit?

· Will property be devalued – will there be compensation?
· How will waste be transported to W Cumbria and will road and rail be improved?

· We would like to know what the whole package is i.e. roads to the motorway, dual carriageways to Carlisle etc. before any decisions are taken.
· If the geology in Cumbria is the safest option so be it.

· Given that we have had a few earthquakes in West Cumbria, doesn’t that imply we are not safe?
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